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DIGEST. 





ADMINISTRATION : — 1, Admicistrator — Costs — Proceedings 
against defeulting tolicitor.—Re Davis, Muckalt v. Davis, cu.v. 
NORTH, J. ose us ees 10 

2. Advances in testator’ = lifetime—Creditors’ " deed—Release— 
Surety.— Whitehouse v. Edwards, cu.p. stirnuinc, 3 =... «~SW. R. 181 
3. Costs—Ciass inquiry.— Gibbons’ Will.—currry, J. W. R. 180 | 
4, Executor—Leasehold of testator—Right of leasor to rent from 
executor.— Re Bowes, Strathmore v. Vane, nontH, 3. ... 8. J. 10) 
5. Insolvent estate—Officer of savings bank—Debt due to bank 
—Priority of bank—Transfer of proceedings to Bankruptcy Court 
—Savings Bank Act, 1863, s.14—Judicature Act, 1875, «. 10— 
Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss, 40, 125.—Jn re Williame, Jones v. 
Williams, cu.D. NORTH, J. ... ode a ae 
6. Intestacy—Grant to creditor—Absence of creditor—Revoca- 
tion—Grant to next of kin.—Jn the Goods of Bradshaw, 





P.D. & A.D. 8.J. 77 
7. Practice—Concurrent actions—Judgment ‘debt.—Cottrell v. 
Briggs, Evans v. Briggs, cu.p cutrry, J. ee ee 


8. Statute of Distributions (22 & 23 Car. 2, ce. ‘10), as. 3, 5, 6, 7 
—Intestacy--Next of kin—Grandchildren—Per stirpes or per 
capita,.—Re Natt, Walker v. Gammage, cu.v. NorTH, 4... 8. J. 185 

See also Practice, 1. 

ANNUITY :—Charge on income or i Tae ony: er 
Usborn v. Webb, cu.v. cuitty, J. wind 9 

ARTIZANS DWELLINGS ACT, 1868 :— Owner "—Accrusl of 
liability—Nctice—Order for works to be done—Artizans and 
Labourers Dwellings Act, 1868, ss. 3, 5, 7, sete v. Maryle- 
bone Vestry and Hyde, a.n.v. oo WR, 871 

ATTACHMENT :—1. Debtors Act, 1869, 8. 4, ‘sub-section (3)— 
Trustee ordered to pay money under his control—Default— 
Absence of fraud—R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 42, r. 33 ord. 44, r. 2— 
Discretion of judge—Debtors Act, 1878, e& 1.—Preston v. 
Etherington, arr... oo WLR. 49 

2. Non-payment of money—Person ‘acting i in 1 fiduciary capacity 

—‘* Pcssestion or control”—Debtors Act, 1869, s. 4, sub-section 
3.—Cronin v. Twinberrow, CH.D. NORTH, J. ose oo BS. 44 

See also Solicitor, 1, 3; Trustee, 3. 

BANKER :—1. Bankers’ Books Evidence Act, 1879, s. 7—‘ Any 
other party” in seetion 7—Order to inspect banker's books— 
Affidavit in support of application not always necessary—Juriedic- 
tion to make order ex parte.—Arnott v. Huyes, arr. ... W.R. 246 

2. Bond fide holder for: value—Stolen securities replaced— 
Right to diseffirm fraudulent traneaction.—London and County 
Bank v. London and River Plate Bank, a.x.v. ap 8. J. 128 

BANKRUPTOY:—1. Act of bankraptey—Deed of assignment—- 
Payment of solicitor’s costs: by trustee under deed—Receiving 
order—Application to repay—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub- 
section (1) (a).—ax parte Rawlings, Re Forster, nxcy. 8.J. 45 

2. Bankruptcy notice—Married woman not carryiog on separate 
trade—Liability to bankruptcy lawe—Married Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, s. 1, sub-section 5—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 4, sub- 
section 1 (g).—Hax parle Coulson, Inve Gardiner, sxcy. W.R. 142 

3. Creditor’s petition—Purchkase of debt for purpore of founding 
proceedings— Bond fide motive—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, se. 4, 6.— 

Ex parte Baker, Re-Baker, wxcy. ..- eae 8. J. 140 

4. Deed of assignment— Payment of solicitor’ 8 costs by trustee 
under deed—Rece iting order—Application to repay—Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, 8. 4, sub-section 1 (a).—Hz parte Rawlings, In re 
Forster, BKCY. eve eee sce WK AM 

5. Discharge—Summaty administration—Appeal— Leave not 
obtsined—Practice—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 28, 104, 121— 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, r. 273 (6). —Ex parte Rankin, Re Rar- 
hin, xey. “se 8.J. 111 

6. Disclaimer of ‘Jease—Mortgage ‘by sub.demise—Vesting order 
—Application by landlcrd—Form of order—Peactice—Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, 8, 55.—Kw parte Shilson, In.re Cock, uxcy. W. R. 187 

7. Execution—Interpleader—Claim of trustee in bankruptcy as 
ageiust execution creditor—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, s. 45, eub- 
sections l-and 2; #46, sub-eection 2.—Heathcute v. Livesley, 
Q.B.D. ooo «6©WR. 127 

8. Insolvent debtor—Administration of estate of person dying 
insolvent—Jurisdiclion—County court—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, 

Fr. 125.—Ezx parte Hillis, In re Crowther, sxcy... — W.R. 189 

9. Insolvent debtor—Surplus of estate—Interest on debts nct 
bearing interest by contract or at law—1;& 2 Vict. o, 110, «. 92.— 








Ea parte Gharman, In re Clagett, arr. oe os W.Re 26 


10. Order by consent—Agreement for cots ‘'as between 
solicitor and client’?— Form of order—Practice.— Lx parte 
Scantlebury, Re Guy, wxcy. ... est ee wv» Bd, 


11. Preferential claim for local rate—Liability of bankrupt’s 
estate—Public Health Act, 1875, 8. 211, sub-section (3)—Bauk- 
rpee | Act, 1883, s. 40, sub- section 1 (a).—Ha parle ae 
Local Board, In re Thomas, BKCY., ase ove ow. WR 

12. Scheme of arrangement—Approval of court—‘t Judgment 
by consent”’—Bankruptey Act, 1883, es. 18, 28, sub-section 6.— 
Ex parte Dischoffsheim, In re Aylmer, APP. ase we W.R. 


13. Voluntary settlement —Lien of trustees of settlement for 
costs—Bankruptoy Act, 1883, s. 47.—Ex parte Oficial Receiver, 
In re Holden, scr, ob ose oe =W. 

See also Administration, 5 ; Solicitor, 1, 3, 11. 

BILL OF SALE:—1. Assignment of property otber than personal 
chattels —Form—Extent of invalidity— Bills of Sale Act, 1878, 
31. 4, 5—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, s. 9.—Ha parle — In re 
Burdett, pecy. sss Ww. 

2. Company—Debenture— Bills ot ‘Bale Act, 1882, s. 17— 
Levy v. The Abercorris Slate and Slab Co., cu.v. cutrry, 5. 8.J. 

3. Covenant nevessary for maintenance of security—Bille of 
Sale Act, 1882, 8.7. —Real and Personal Advance Co, v. Clears, arr. 


W. R. 
. Evidence—Ooste.—Maynard v. Diddle; Smith (claimant), 
ismpeaanaien COUNTY COURT... . we 8d 

5. Pictures—Schedule—Inventory—“ Specifically described ”-— 
Bills of Sale Act, 1882, 8. 4.— Witt v. Banner, arr. oe WLR, 
6. Promiaory note given at the same time—Defeasance—Bills of 
Sale Act, 1878, e. 10, sub-section 3—Bills of Sale Act, 1882, °, 8, 
—Counsell v. London and Westminster Loan Co., arr. W. R. 
7. Receipt -and inventory of furniture—Registration—Bille «f 
Sale Act, 1878.—Hw parte Symes, Re The Trustee, poncusstaa 
COUNTY COURT ,.. vee 8. J. 
8. Registration—Personal chattele—Fixtures—Trade ‘machinery 

—Debenture—Equitable mortgage t>» bankers—Bille of Sale At, 
1878, se. 4, 5, 8—Bille of Sale Act, 1882, s. 17.—Topham v. 
The Greenside Glazed Fire Brick Co., cu.d. NORTH, J. ..+ 8. J. 
BOND:—Condition—Agreement—Injunction — Penalty—Liquidated 
damages.—London .and Yorkshire Banking. Co v. Pritt, cu.v. 
CHITTY, J. ose eee eve eee eee Ww. R. 
BURIAL:—Barial board—‘ Exclusive right of burial’’—Burinl 
Act, 1853—Glass shade placed on grave by grautee of grave— 
Removal by board—Right of board to make ruler.—Lancas‘er 
Burial Board v. M‘Gough, a.3.v. ... ove oo WOR, 
COMPANY :—1. Contract to issae fully paid-up shares—Non-regis- 
tration of contract—Winding up—Claim of contributory to prove 
for damages for breach of contract —Companies Act, 1367, s. 25— 
Companies Act, 1862, r. 38, sub-section (7).—Ja re Addlestone 
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R. 189 


R. 128 
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27 


109 


135 


159 


Linoleum Co., Benson's Claim, CH.D, KAY, J. W.R. 57 are. W.R. 227 


2. Director —-Removal—Notice,— Browne v. La Trinidad, avr. 


8. J. 

3. Power to purchase its own shares. —Re Walker & Hacking, 
(Limited), cu.p. sTIRLING, J. 8. J. 
4. Parchase of its own sharcs—Reduc" ion of capital —Companiss 
Act, 1862, as. 8, 12, 26—Companies Act, 1867, ss. 9—20—Com- 
pan’ ‘es Act, 1877, 8. "3.—Trevor v. Whitworth,ut ... W.R. 
5. Railway stock~-Transfor—Legs] estatz—Non-delivery t> or 
or acceptance by secretary of company—Oompanies Clauss Oon- 
solidation Act, 1845, ss, 14—17—Nanney v. Morgan, avr. 8. J. 
6. Rectifi: vation of regictar of shareholders—Blank travsfer of 
shares—Omis:irn of seal—“ Non cat factum.”—Re Balkis Con- 
solidated Co., cu.D. NORTH, J. 8. J. 
7. Reduction of capital—Confirmation by cout—“* Capital 
unrepresented by available assets”’—Advertisements—Companies 
Act, 1867, ss. 9—15—Companies Act, 1877, ss. 3, 4—General 
Order of 2let March, 1868, rr. 2—20.—Re ‘Union Finance Oo. 
(Limited), cu.v. Nort, J.. ose 8. J. 
8. Register of mortgages—Mortgage to director not registered— 
Companies Act, 1862, e. 43.—Wright v. Horton, ur. ... W.R. 
9. Sharese—Certifivates—Negotiable instrament—Blank trans- 
fer and blank power of attorney—Estoppel.—Colonial Bank v. 
Hepworth, ou.. CHitTTY, 3... ove ooo Wee 
10. Winding up—Balance order—Action’ to enforce—Oom- 
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panies Act, 1862, 8, P75.—Chatk v. Zennent, cu.p. nontu, 3. W, B. 263 
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11. Winding up—Commencement—Void disposition of prop- 

” erty—Companies Act, 1862, e. 153.—Re Civil Service and General 
Store (Limitec), cu vp. cnttry, J. ee 8. de 

12, Windiog up—Contributory—Paid. up shares—Payment of 
calls by debt due from compiny—Payment in cash—Companies 
Act, 1867, ». 25.—Re Land Development Association, xay,3. S.J. 

13, Winding up—Petition—Compuleory or supervision order— 
Wishes of creditore—Coste—Companies Act, 1862, s, 149.—Jn re 
Chepstow Bobbin Mille Co., cu.v. NorTH, J. « _ 

14, Winding up—Supervision order—Liquidator’s ‘security— 
Companies Act, 1862, e, 150.—fe Aberavon Tin Flate Co, 
(Limited), cu.p, cuitty, J.... 8. J. 

15. Winding up — Supervi-ion order — Proof of "validity of 
voluntary liquidation.— le New British Iron Co., cutrry, 3. 8. J. 

16. Windiog up—Unregictered land society. —Re The Holly 
Mount Estate Land Society, arv. _ eee gop Weide 

17. Winding up—Vesting order—Partics—Companies Act, 
1862, e. 203.—Re Albion Building Society, cu.v. cuitty, 3. 8. J. 

18. Winding up—Voluatary liquidation—Carryiog on business 
—Companiés Act, 1862, s. 131.—Hire Purchase Furnishing Co. 
(Limited) v. Richens, arr. ... 8. J. 

19. Winding up— Voluntary winding up—Appointment of 
representatives of different ‘classes of contributories—General 
Order of November, 1862, r. 61.—Re The oe Navigation 
Co., CH.D. NORTH, J... ‘ide ji Tee 

See also Bi'l of Sale; Deceit. 

COMPENSATION :—1. Injurious affection—Light—Termination of 
lease by claimant—Prospective inane Clauses Act, 
1845, er. 6, 16.—Zeg. v. Poulter, arr. , ooo «| WR 

2. Petition—Corts of appearance—Lescor ‘and lessee— Lands 
Clauses Act, 1845, s. 80.—Re London-street, Greenwich, and 
London, Chatham, and Dover Ry. Act, 1381, cxtrry, 3. 8. J. 

CONSPIRACY A ACT, 1875 :—Intimidation—Threatening to “watch 
and beset” —Conspiracy and Protection of Property Act, 1875, ». 
1.—dJudge x. Bennett, a .v. W.R 

CONTEMPT OF COURT:—1, Abusive language—Interference 
with the administration of justice—Judge in chambers—Conduct 
outside chambers. —Jn re Johnson, arr. lb oo. W.R. 

2. Application for habeas corpus.—Ex parte Turner, a.3 Dv. 

8. J 


CONTRACT :—Agreement to enter into agreemeut—Specific per- 


formance— Damages.—Foster v. Wheeler, kexewicu, 3. ... W. R 
CUPYRIGHT :—1. Lectures by profesor in a university—Right of 
students to publish.—Caird v. Sime, u.t. —... oe «WAR. 
3.'P hotograph—Author—Copyright Act, 1862, ee, 1, 4.— 
Wood«rson v. Raphael Tuck & Sons, cu.p, strxtina, 3. ... S.J. 


3. Picture—Common liw right—Copyright Act, 1862, es. 1, 4, 
6, 11—Copies made before — tration and sold after.—Tuck v. 
Priester, APP, "a 

COSTS :—1. Action founda on contract —L C88 than £20 recovered 
—Order for costs on county court scale—County Courts Act, 1867, 

8. 5—-R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, tr. 1, 12—Action for an account.— 
Neaves v. Spooner, abd. W. R. 62; APP. bs a A! 

. Counter-claim—Event—Rh, s. a 1883, ord. 65, r. l— 

OF Dae v. Laing, arr. oe 8. J. 

3. Delay in proceedings—R. &. C., "1883, ord. 65, r. ‘l1—Ad- 
ministration actior—Reference to taxing officer for inquiry and 
report—Refercnce ¢xtending to costaincurred prior to October 24, 
1883—* Acti n then pendiog.”— Brown v. Burdett, arr. W.R. 

4. Discontinuance—Coets up to and after payment into court— 
Ord. 26, r. 1; ord. 66, r. 1,—Suckling v. Gabb, a.x.p. 

5. Executor’ 8 cort:—Aitendance in chambers—Fund in comt— 
Application not affecting corpus—R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 65, rr. 1, 23 


108 


184 


180 


126 


76 


117 


W. R. 17 


—Re Walters, Moore v. Bemrose, cu.p. KAY, J... ae 8. J. 206 
6. Interest—Action dismisicd, with coits, before 24th of 
October, 1883—Certificate of costs made after that date—Time 
from which intc rest runs—R. 8, O. 1883, preface to rulee— Cause 
then pending’—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 42, r. 14—Appendix H., 
Form 1.— Boswell v. Coake, me ox ‘ ge - R. 65 
7. Reference— High Court and county court scal:—Rules of 
1833, ord. 65, r. 12.—Emmett & Co. v. Heyes, a.3.p. ... W.R. 237 
8. "Boverance of defendants—Discretion of the taxing matter— 
R. 8. ©., 1883, ord. 65, r. 27, eub-rule 29.— Boswell v. Coake, arp 
W.R. 209 
9. Solicitor and client costs—Action dismissed—Defendants 
trustees of small fund.— Andrews v. Barnes, cu.p. Kay, 3. S.J. 127 
10, Taxation—Apportionment—Plaintiff successful as to part 
only of cleim.— Harley v. Hunt, arr. ... SJ. 8 
11, Taxation—Certificate—Order for attachment pending sum- 
mons to vary certificate —Re Fassett, Wells v. Dearle, arr. §8.J. 129 
12. Taxation—lInterest on costs—Omission to file certificate— 
Accord and satirfaction.— Bidder v. Bridges, arr. «»- SJ. 129 
13. Taxation—Refresher fees—Appeal from Chancery Division 
—R. 8. 0., 1883, ord. 65, r. 27, sub-rules 30, 37, 48.—Zaston 
v. The London Joint-Block Bank, arr, eve oe «8.5. 206 





COUNTY COURT:—l1. 








— 
—— 


14, Taxation — Shorthand writers’ notes— Three counsel.— 

Bidder v. Bridg+s, cu.d. STIRLING, J. ... «06. Sone 

15. Taxation—Trustees—Oort:, charges, and expenses—Short- 

hand notes of evidence—Solicitor and client.—Ze Nation, Nution 

v. Hamilton, cu.p. KAY, J. «0+ oo 
See aleo Administration, 1, 3 ; Settled Lend Acts, 3. 


COUNSEL: Authority — Compromise of action—Verdict upon 


terme.—Matthews v. Munster, arp. ove ose, ule 
See also Coste, 13, 14. 
Equitabls jurisdiction—Eyuitable mort- 
eage. —Gotfrey v. Lazarus, Q.B.D. ... oe 8.°J. 
2. Judgment debto-—Ex quitable ex cutim—Order tor receiver 
to receive income of fund in hands of trustees—Order on trust:es 
to > ot iaisapii —Reg. v. Lincilashire County Court Judye, 
QBDe sce W. R. 
3. Landlord and tenant—Ejectment—" Legal notica to quit ” 
Determination of tenancy—Jurisdiction—County Courts Act, 
1856, e. 50—1 Geo. 4, c. 87, 8. 1.— Friend v. Shaw, anv. W. R. 
4. Payment into court with denial of liability—County Courts 
Act, 1846, s. 82—County Court Rules, 1886, ord. 4, rr. 11, 12; 
ord. 51, r. 37.—Harper v. Davis, a B-v. ae W. R. 
5. Practice—Order for commitment—Suspension of issue of 
order—Oonditional orders.—Stonor v. Fowle, u.t. 8. J. 
6. Remitted action—Claim reduced by admission—County Courts 
Act, 1856, 8. 26.—Lewis v. Lewis, a.z.v. sx, Wek 


See aleo Bankruptcy, 8; Costs, 1; Practice, 38. 


COVENANT :—1. Lease of public-house—Corenant t» purchase 


beer from lessor—Proviso for reduction of rent on p 1f »rmance of 
coveuant—Injunction.— Hanbury v. Cundy, stirt., J.... 8. J. 


2. Restraint of trade—Covenant to retire as far as the law allows 


—Validity —Reasonableness—Vaguoness. —Davies Brothers & Co. 
v. Davies, AvP. «+» ee. 

3. Restraint of trade—Reasonableness—Limit, as to time—Sever- 
able— Partial enforcement.—Buines v. Geary, NorTH, J. W. R. 

4. Restraint of trade—Sale of physician’s practice—Covenant 
not to * compete.” — Rogers v. Drury, cu.d. cHitTy, 3. ... S.J. 

5. Restrictive covenant in lease—Covenant by lessee and his 
assigns “ not to permit or suffer premises to be occupied by avy 
person who shall carry on any offensive trade,” &c,—Sub-lessee 
purchasing with notice—Tenant of sub-lesse in occupati n—Sub- 
lessee not liable—Construction of words ‘‘ not to suffer’ in the 
covenant.— Hall v. Ewin, arr. W. R. 


CRIMINAL LAW :—1. Commitment tor trial by justices of division 


other than that in which offence committed—Jervis’s Act, 8, 22.— 
Reg. v. Beckleyand Others, c.0.%.  «. oso, Wet. 

2. Summary jurisdiction for common aseault—Complaint by or 
on behalf of party aggrieved—Complaint by police.— Nicholson v. 
Booth, a.2.D. .. Bd. 


DAMAGES :—Measure of damages—Breach of contract—S: »parate 


contracts—Recovery of costs of litigation—Proximate cause.— 
Hammond & Co. v. Bussey, arr. e bs 8. J. 
See also Deceit. 


DECEIT :—Action of deceit—Misrepresentation in prospectus of 


company—Winding up of company—Measuro of damages.— 
Peek v. Derry, @.3.D. 8. J. 


DIVORCE:—}, Guilty wite—Prior condoned adultery of husband 


—Discretionary ber—Exercise of discretion.—Story v. eee 
. RK, 

2. Judicial separation—Desertion—Separation deed after two 
years’ desertion—Deed not pleaded in ber—No covenant net to 
sue.— Moore v. Moore, piv. ... = . W. RR 
3. Legitimacy —Access—Poseibility ‘ot cobabita’ ion—Presump- 
tion of al laa evidence.—Bosvile v. Altorney- 
General, piv. . W. R. 
4. Matrimonial Cauecs Act, 1878, &. . 4—Separation ‘order by 
justices—Application to discharge on ground of adultery—No 
original juriediction to hear in High Court-——Appal— Admissi- 
bility of evidence—Child born more than nine months after 
separation order—Admission by wife—Presumption of illegiti- 
macy.— Hetherington v. Hetherington, viv. 
5. Misconduct conducing to adaltery—Desertion. —Heyes v. 
Heyes and Mason, v.p. & A.DIV. ove oie 8. J. 
6. Separation deed—Sovenant not t> molest—Allowance under 
deed—Subsequent adultery—Alimony pendente lite—Wood v. 
Wood, arr. W. R. 
7. Separation de2d—Inj ‘anetion to restrain breach ot covenant 
—Discretion of court—Arrangement contrary to public policy.— 
De Bensaude v. De Bensaude, arr. ... oan oes - 


DOMICILE.—See Foreign Judgment. 
EASEMENT: —1. Light—Ancient lights—Obstruction by lessee of 


publis body—Public undertaking—Land injariously affected— 
Compensation—Injunction—Lands Clauses Act, 1845, s 68— 
Metropolitan Street Improvements Act, 1877, ss. 2, 4, 7, 25, 33— 
Metropolitan Street Improvements Act, 1882, ss, 1:8, Wigram 
v. Fryer, C.D, NORTH, J. ... jie -e a 
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2. Light—Prescription—Lassor and lessee—Prescriptioa Act (2 


& 3 Will. 4, c. 71), . 3—Mitchell v. Cantrill, arr... - 

3. Way—Right of way—Implied grant.—Thomas v. Owen, 

APP. 8. J. 

4, Way—Right ‘of way—Implied "grant—Way formed during 

unity of possession—Grant of part of tenement—Way convosnient, 

but not of necessity.—Brown v. Alabaster, cu.p. KAY, 3. W. 
See also Compensation, 1. 

ECCLESIASTICAL LAW :—Habeas corpus—Appeal—Judicatare 
Act, 1873, e. 19—Daecree of suspension—Issue of writ de contu- 
mace capiendo alter expiration of period of suspension—53 Geo. 3, 
ce. 127—5 Eliz. c. 23, 8. 10 —Writ irregularly indorsed.— Ha parte 
Bell Com, apr. ... wee oe «6h WW BR 

ELECTION LAW :—1l. Election of aldermen—Municipal Corpora: 
tions Act, 1882, s. 60, sub-s. 3—‘* Mayor elect” —Vote of mayor. 
— Bridport Election Petition, Hounsell v. Suttill, a 3.v. W. R. 

2. Parliament—Returning officer’s charges—Ballot Act, 1872, 

s. 8; Parliamentary Elections Act, 1875, ss. 2, 4,5.—In re South- 

Eastern Division of Hesex Election, a.8..D. «2 ons ARR 
EVIDENCE.—See Banker, 1; Bill cf Sale, 4 


R. 229 


107 


R. 155 


209 


127 


Ad 


FOREIGN JUDGMENT :—Domicile—Legitimacy according to 


law of domicile.—ZJn re ee Has v. Blanc, cu.p. sTiR- 
LING, Zeeee eee oo 6h We BR 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY : Lat, “County, ‘court—Certiorari —Jurisdie- 
tion—Friendly Societies Act, 1875, 98. 22 (sub-section d), 30 
(sub-section 10).—ZJn re Royal Liver we Society, cu.v. 
CHITTY, J. ico eB 
2. Old Fellows’ "Society —Right of lodge to secede from dis- 
trict—Acknowledgmet of regictry—Evidence of ion— 
Friendly Societies Act, 1875, ss, 11 (sub-section 10), 22 (sub- 
sections (d) and (e) ), 30.— Wilkinson v. Jagger, a.B.p , aud Scho- 
field v. Vause, arr. sao ee 
GARNISHEE :—Garnishee issue—Wrongful ale of goods—Debt 
due from garnishees to judgment debtor.—Pryce-Jones v. IWil- 
liams, Gittins, & Co., are. ase ave sen 8. J. 
See also Practice, 14. 

GAS:—1. Gasworks Olauses Act, 1847, s. 35—Jurisdiction of 
quarter sessions to inquire into concerns of company —Re-opening 
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R. 222 


accounts—Oosts.— Reg. v. Recorder of Hunley, a.n.p. ... W. R. 
2. Metropolis Gas Act, 1860, s. 6—District—Meter the point of 
supply of gas.—Gas Light and ‘Coke Co. v. South Metropolitin Gas 
Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. ... oe | WOR 
HABEAS CORPUS :—See Contempt of Court, 2. 


HIGHWAY :—1. Highway repairible by inhabitants at large.— 
Rhyl Improvement Commissioners v. Churton, aBD. ... 8. J. 
2. Highways aud Locomvtives Amendment Act, 1878, s, 13— 
Tramways Act, 1870, s. 28—Blackburn and Over Darwen Tram- 
ways Act, 1879, ss. 47, 50—Expenses of repair of roadway.— 
Mayor of ‘Darwen v. Lancashire Justices, a.B D coe «6m WC R 
3. Municipal corporation—Liability to repair highway—Publioc 
Health Act, 1875, s. 144—Form of indictment—*“ Against the 
form of the statute.” —Reg. v. Mayor of Poole, a.x.v. W. R. 
HOUSE of LORDS :—See Practice, 19. 


HUSBAND and WIFE :—Necessaries supplied to wife—Liability 
of husband for—Connivance by husband in adultery of wife— 
Condonation— Wilson v. Glossop, a.nv., W. R. 77; arr. ... S.J. 

See also Divorce ; Married Women, 3. 

INDEMNITY :—Trustee and cestui que trust—Shares—Action for 
indemity before call—Distringas—Disclaimer.— Hobbs v. \Wayet, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. eve ote os... Wem 

See also Practice, 15, 16. 

INFANT :—Infante’ Settlement Act, 1855— E.t»ppel— Ward of 

court.—Mills v. Fox, cu.d. sTIRLING, J. ove ee 
See also Practice, 26. 
JUSTICE of ths PEACE: — 1, Disqualification on ground of 
intereet-—Summoned as wituese.—Reg. v. Farrant,a.n.v. W.R. 
2. Practice—Special case—Summary Juriediction Act, 1879, e. 
33—Summary Jurisdiction Rules, 1886, r. 18.—South Staffurd- 
shire Waterworks Co. v. Stone, a.3.p. oe «6h WW sé 

LANCASTER CHANCERY COURT:—1. Payment into court under 
Trustee Relief Act—Transfcr of fund to High Court—17 & 18 
Vict. c. 82, «. 8.—Re Heywood, arr. eee 8. J. 

2. Practice—Service of writ out of juriediction—Leave of Vice- 
Chancellor to issue writ—17 & 18 Vict. c. 82, 8s. 8—Chancery of 
Lancaster Rules, 1884, ord. 2, r. 43 ord. 12, rr. 1, 1.— Walker v. 
Dodds, arr. oo. ee 

LANDLORD and TENANT :—1. Agreement for lease—Forfeitura 
—Notice under Conveyancing Act, 1881, 6. 14.—Swain v. Ayres 
and Luck, B.D. ... . 8d. 

2. Darelling-houre—Tenantable repair.—Orawford v. Newton, 
APP. eee W. R. 
8. Power to remove timber reserved to the Jandlord—Tresp.ss 
—Negligence.—Phillips v. Doyle, nswront (MON.) COUNTY COURT. 


119 


76 


140 


239 


203 


73 


219 


184 


76 


89 


LOOAL GOVERNMENT :—1. 





4. Sheriff—Notice of claim for arrears of rent—Removal and 
sale of goods without payment of rent—Forced sale—Measure of 
damages—8 Anne, c. 14, 8. 1.—TZhomas v. Mirehouse, o..0. 


» R. 104 


5. Sporting right—lLojuuction—Trespass—Lessee of right of 
ehooting.— Wright v. Shrubb, ou.p. NorTH, 3. ... vee 
See also County Oourt, 6; Easement, 2, 3. 


LANDS OLAUSES AOT:—1l. Costs—Pet'tion for interim Nace 


ment—Lands Clauses Act, 1845—R. 8. O., 1813, ord. 55, r. 

(7).—Re Stafford’s Charity, cu.p. onttTy, 3. ... 8. a 
2. Land taken by railway company—Settle1 estate—Re. invest- 

ment of purchase-money—Erection of buildings—Payment to 

tenant for life—Application by petition or sammons—Oostse— 

R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 55, r. 2, sub-rule 7.—Re Hurl de Grey’s En- 

tailed Estate, CH.D. NORTH, J. eee eee 8. J. 

See als» Compensation, 2; Easement, 1; Lunacy, 7. 


LEGAOY :—Charge on real estate—Ineufficioncy of sacurity—Right 


to rents received by devisee of estate subject to charge.— Allen 
v. Longstaf’, cn.n. NoRTH, J. os 8. J. 


LIBEL :—1, Literary criticism—“ Fair’ Questions for jury— Privi- 
W. R. 


lege.—Merivale and Wife v. Carson, arr. s+ eos 
2. Practice — Injunction — Iuterlocutory application.— Poulett 
v. Chatto and Windus and Walford, cu.p. curry, 3. ... 8. J. 


LICENSED HOUSE :—Consumption of intoxicating liquors after 


hour of closing—Bond fide guests of lodger—Licensiug Act, 1874, 
8. 9.—Pine v. Barnes, Q B.D. oe eee one 8. J. 
See also Covenant, 1; Revenue. 
Expenses of joint board-~Appor- 
tionment—" Special expenses ”—Publio Health Aot, 1875, es. 230, 
283, 284.—Darenth Valley Sewerage Board v. Dartford Union, 
Q.BDe ss W. R. 
2. Public Health Act, 1875—Meaning of street” in section 
150—Interpretation clause (section 4)—Questim of law.—Jowstt 
v. Idle Local Board, @.B D.... see ae 
3. Sewering—Change of system—Liability of frontagers— 
Pablic Health Act, 1875, ss. 13, 15, 18, 150, 207.—Bonella v. 
Twickenham Local Board, Holmes v. Same, APP. oo WR 
See also Highway, 3. 


LUNACY:—1, Lunatic not so found—Fund in court ~Payment out 


—Maintenance.—Re Silva’s Trusts, cu.D. CHITTY, 3. «4+ 8. J. 
2. Lunatic trurtze—Vesting order—Mortgage by cestui que 
- ust—Order vesting legal estate in mortgagee—Trustee Act, 1850, 
. 3.—Re George James, arr. in a 8. J. 
3. Order for reception of lunatic—Statement of particul srs— 
Alteration of statement—16 & 17 Vict. c. 96, s. 4—Order for dis- 
charge—8 & 9 Vict. c. 100, s. 72.—Lowe v. "Fox, orm, 
4, Pauper lunatic—Paet maintenance—Statute of Limitations, 
21 Jac. 1, c. 16—Lunatic Asylams Act, 1853, s. 104.—In re 
Newbegin, Eggleton v. Newbegin, cu.p, curry, J. we W.R. 
5. Practice Lunatic mor ee— Power of sale—Lunacy 
Regulation Act, 1853, es. 116, 186—Trastee Act, 1850, s. 3.— 
In re Harwood, LUN. oe .. W.R 
6. Practice—Petition in Chancery Division as ‘well as ia Lunacy 
—New trustses—Verification of consent—Rules of Court (Decem- 
ber, 1885), ord. 38, r. 19a.—IZn re Hume, tun. ae 
7. Real estate of a lunatic taken compulsorily—Order for pay- 
ment of dividends on purchase-money—OCosts of petitio—Lands 
Clauses Act, 1845.—Re Ryder, Lun. .. ove oon ed 
See also Partition, 1. 

MARRIED WOMAN:—1. Costs of settlement of wife's pro- 
perty — Wife ward, of court — Liability of husband — Order for 
payment out of settled aoe gl og Women’s Property 
Act, 1882, 8. 14.—De Stacpoole v. De Stacpoole, nontu,s., 8. J. 
2. Debtors Act, 1869, s. 5—Committal of maried womau— 

Judgment against separate estatse—Form of order—Married 

Women’s Property Act, 1882, s, Is sub-section ?,—Scolé v. 

Morley, avr. enn oe =W.R, 
3. * Desertion’ ‘Jurisdiction of “justices —Married Women 

(Maintenance in Case of Desertion) Act, 1886—Separation under 

agreement—Non-psyment of slimon y.—/upe v. Pape, a.B.D. 
4. Judgment with execution limited to separate estate—Judg- 

ment summons—Committal—Debtors Act, 1869, s. 5—Married 

Women’s Property Act, 1882, s. 1 (2).—Hu parte Scott, Re 

Morley ; Scott v. Morley, arr. ou am 8. J. 
5. Property held to separate use—Covenant to settle after. 

acquired property—Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, ss. 5, 

19.—Hancock v. Hancock, cu.D. NORTH, 3. «+ 8. J. 
6. Separate estate—Property acquired since the Ist of January, 

1833—Covenant in prior settlement to settle after-acquired prop- 

erty—Oovenant by husbaud only—Married Women’s Property 

Act, 1882, s3, 5, 19.—Aancock v. Hancock, nortH, J. «++ 
7. Separate estate—Settlement—Contract during coverture— 

Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, ss. 1, 5, 19.—Beckett v. 

Tasker, Q.B.D. eee eee ore oe eee W. R, 
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See also Bankruptcy, 2 ; Practice, 2 25 ; Settled Estates Acts, 2 
Vendor and Purchaser, 4. 
MASTER and SERVANT: —1. Employers’ Liability Act, 1880— 


Defect in condition of plant.— Walsh v. Whiteley, a.n.p. 8. J. 110 


2. Injury to workman—Volenti non fit injuria—Statutory duty 
—Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, s. 1, sub-section 2—Coal Mines 
Regulation Act, 1872, s. 52. — Baddeley v. Earl Granville, a.n.v 


W.R. 63 


METROPOLIS MANAGEMENT :—Metropolis Management Act, 
1855, ss. 105, 140—Metropolis Management Act, 1862, ts. 77, 86 
—Btrect i in more than one parish or district—Order placing euch 
street under exclusive management of one authority— Expenses 
of paving new street.— Vestry of St. Giles, Camberwell, v. 
Greenwich Board of Works, a.x.v. ae ee 

MORTGAGE :—1. Fixtures — Mortgage by sub- demise -—- Trade 
fixtures.—Southport and West Lancashire Banking Co. v. 
Thompson, arr. ... om We de 3 

2. Foreclosure—Mortgagee in posseseion—Claim for personal 
payment—Action or summons—Oosts—R, 8S. C, 1883, ord. 55, 
r. 58.— Brooking v. Skewis, cu.p. KAY, 3. ive: We me SE6 
3. Foreclosure — Receiver— Action or summons— Costs — 
Ord. 55, r. 5e.—Barr v. Harding, cu.p. Kay, 3. os ©6r W WB, 316 
4. Subsequent lease by mortgagor—Notice to tenant in posses- 
sion by mortgagee—Evidence of new tenancy.—Underhay v. 
Read, a.3.p., W. R. 753 APP. one S.J. 138 

NAVY: :——Deserter—Resignation against the will of Admiralty— 
Arrest without warrant—Naval Discipline Act, 1866—‘ Queen's 
Regulations and Admiralty Inetructions ” of 1879, art. 160.— eg. 

v. Cuming, Ex parte Hall,a.n.v. ,., ‘ soo Wee «=D 

NEGLIGENCE : — Plaintiff lawfully engaged on defendants’ 
premises—Riek voluntarily inourred, Peaaan 4 v. Great Western 
Railway Co., a.n.v. ve S. J. 186 

NUISANCE :— Infectious disease—Small- -pox "hospital — Inter!o. 
cutory injunction.—Bindelow v. Guardians of Wortley Union, 


CH.D. STIRLING, 3. 008 oe eee . 163 
PARTITION :—1. Lunatic plaintiff cuing by "pext friend—Parti- 

tion Act, 1876, s. 6.—Porter v. Porter, ou.v. NoRTH, J. 8.J. 91 
3 Practice—Sale out of court—Form of order. — Pitt v. White, 

CH.D. KAY, J. ate ss 8.J. %5 


PARTNERSHIP :—1. Judgment against one " partner—Execution 
by sheriff—Dissolution—Purchase of interest by other partner— 
Payment out of partnership assetse—Setting aside sale.—Helmore 


v. Smith (No, 2), APP. ase ww week 8 
2. Receiver and maneger appointed by agreement—Remunera- 
tion.— Prior v. Bagster, cu.D. STIRLING, J... vee 8&3. il 


8. Winding up—Aecretion of profits to capital cf partners— 
Surplus asse te—Distribution— Lien.— Binney v. Mutrie, p.c. W. R. 129 
PATENT :—1. Assignment—Registration—Assignment before date 
cf patent—Patent, Designe, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, 8. 90.— 
Re Parnell’s Patent, Halkett's application, cu.v. NontTH, 3. 8. J. 166 
2. Infringement—Damages—Patent for combination—Repairs 
of part of infringing instrument, en Telephone Co. v. Nelson, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. os» ese oe 8. J. 10 
3. Infringement — Specification - - - Disclaimer — Motion for 
liberty to apply for leave to amend apecification by disclaimer— 
Terms on which liberty will be given—Costs—Patents, Designs, 
and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s, 19.—Haslam Foundry and 
Engineering Co. v. Goodfellow, CH.D. KAY, J. see so» S.J. 90 
4. Petition for revocation—Invention communicated—Patent 
obtained without disclorure of fact cf communication—Patent 
alleged to bs obtained ‘‘in fraud of . . . rights” of the 
petitioner—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1883, s. 26, 
sub-sections (4), paragraphs (c) (d); sub-section 8.—In re 
Avery's Patent, arr. ove oe §=W.R. 249 
5. Threate—Action to restrain threats—Discovery—Particulars 
of objection—List of patents-- Patents, Designs, and Trade- 
Marks Act, 1883, s. 32.—Union Electrical Power and Light Co. 


v. Electrical Power Storage Co., cu.D, NoRTH, J. we §«=6OL WW WB. 263 


POOR LAW :—1. Liability of child to maintain mother who has 


married again.— Arrowsmith v. Dickenson and another, a.n.p. 8.3. 13° 


2. Settlement—‘‘ Widowed mother”—Ohild under sixteen— 
Divided Parishes Act, 1876, 8. 35.—Amersham Union v. City of 
London Union, a.n.v. eee We Ry 141 

POWER of APPOINTMENT: —Delegation of " power—Validity of 
appointment in default of exercise of delegated power.— William- 
son v. Farwell, cu.p. NoRTH, J. ia Wek. 87 
PRACTICE :—1. Administration action—Idle and vexatious pro- 
ceedings—Coste—Delay—R. 8S, C., 1883, ord. 65, rr. 1, 11.—Jn re 
Ormston, Goldring v. Lancaster, cx. D. KAY, J. ce WR. B16 


2. Appeal —Revivor—Death of respondent after notice of 
appeal—R. 8. ©., 1883, ord. 17, r. 4—Re Knight, ~~. 
Gardner, arr. 4. sé 8. J. 166 

8. Appeal—Security for coste—Special circumstances—Abuee 
e rocess of the court—R, 8, C., 1883, ord. 58, r. 15.— Weldon 

aples and others, arr. - set von ove 


W. R. 154 





——__> 


4, Appeal—Security for costs—Special circumstances—Appel- 
lant out of jurisdiction—R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 58, r. 15,— Bideley 


v. Consolidated Bank, arr. one S.J. 99 
5. Appeals—Cass3 in the general ‘]ist—Application for postpone- 
ment—Soffi ient reason.— Bird v, Andrew, arr. ode oe ae 


6. Discovery —Acticn to restrain defendant from passing off bis 
goods as plaintiff's—Order that ‘‘ questions of fact” be tricd by a 
jury—Discovery bearing on ~~ of damages.—~Fennessy v. 
Clark, arr. es isi ane 8. J. 74 

7 Discovery—Affidavite—R. 8. "C., 1883, ord. 31, r. 12.— 
Downing v. Falmouth United Sewage Board, APP. 8. J. 139 

8. Discovery—Application for leave to unseal numerous sealed 
documents.—Jones v. Andrews, cu.D. CHITTY, J. a S.J. 76 

9. Discovery—Production of documents—Ejectment— Defence 
of possession and purchaser for value without notice —Judicature 
Act, 1873, s. 24 (2)—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 37, re. 1, 14.—ZJnd v. 
Emmerson, HL. eee W.R. 243 

10. Evidence—A ffidavite—Cross-examination of deponent—Dis- 
cretion of cout or judge—Motion—Rules cf Ovurt, 1883, ord. 38, 

r. 1.—La Trinidad (Limited) v. Browne, cu.p. NorTH, 5. W. R. 138 

11. Evidence—Affidavits—Leave to cross-cxamine.—Muir v. 


Kirby, cu.p. curry, J eee om 8. J. 139 
12. Frivolous application—Order that no future application be 

made without leave of court.—Grepe v. Loam, arp. sss 8.J. 23 
13. Frivolous and vexatious action—Power of court to stay— 

Ord, 25, r. 4.—Blair v. Cordner, a.n.v. és9,-... ae. ae 


14, Garnishee—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 65, r. . 1—Application for 
garnishee order—Affidavit made by ** acsiztant-manager” of judg- 
ment creditors. — Bank (Limited) v. E , @.B.D. 8. J. 154 

15. Indemnity—Ord. 16, r. 48—-Contract to indemnify—Policy 
of marine insurance—Suing and ne clause.—dJvhnstone v. 
Salvage Association, arr. ... ees, 

16, Indemnity—Principals and “surety —Clnim against co- 
defendant—Judgment under ord. 16, r. 55.—Hnglish and Scottish 








Trust Co. v. Flatau, a.x.v. oon We Ms O08 
17. Notice of charging order nisi—Service out of jurisdiction— 

1 & 2 Vict. c, 110, s*. 14, 15.— Moritz v. Stephan, arp. S.J. 8 
18 Notice of trial—A pplication for trial by jury—Ord. 36, rr. 

6, 16.—Tonsley v. Heffer, 2 B.D. ose W.R. 48 


19. Order cf House of Lords—Construction— Carrying out by 
High Court.—Drey/us v. The Peruvian Guano Co., arr. 8. J. 184 
20. Perticulars—Priucipal and agent—Action for account— 
Allegation of concealed fraud—Right of defendant to particulars 
before delivery of defence.— R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 19, rr. 6, 7, 26, 27; 
ord, 25, r. 4; ord. 31, r. 20; ord. 70, r. 1.—Sachs v. Spielmann, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. ase oe 8. J. 109 
21. Parties—Adding a defendant —Pleas in ; abatement—Part. 
re a and separate Jiability—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 16, r. 
11.—Pilley v. Robinson, a.n.v. W. BR. 269 
22. Partide—Addition of dé fendante— Kx parte application— 
Notice—R. S. C., 1875, ord. 16, rr. 2, 13—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 16, 
r. 11.—Jn re Colbeck, Hall v. Colbeck, 0. KET, 2. 1s We R. 259 
23, Porties—Joinder as pleintiff of owner of outstanding legal 
estate—Consent—R. §. C., 1883, ord. 16, rr. 2, 11. —s v. 
Besley, CH.D. CHITTY, J. ss eee 8. J. 204 
24, Pleading—Embarr wssing plecdiog—Io seendite cause of 
action—Foreign government—Government de facto and de jure— 
R. 8S. C., 1883, ord. 25, rr. 1, ai) at VF of Peru v. Peruvian 
Guano Co., CH.D. CHITTY, J. wo | We BL OT 
25. Pleading —Statoue at of claim—Married woman—Contract 
—Separate estate—Motion for‘judgment—R. 8, ©., ord. 27, r. 11. 
—Titley v. Griffith, cu.v. cnitry, J.. - wee oe 
26. Rectification of settlement—Intant—A ffidavit evidence.— 


Lawson v. Quare, cu.D. CHITTY, J. ... 8.J. 24 
27. Security for costs—Unsatisficd judgment. —Re re 
and Agency Corporation, cH.D. STIRLING, J. ... 8. J. 176 


28. Service out of the jurisdiction—Action for price of se ds 
sold and delivered—Dofendants residing in Isle of Man—Place 
where contract ought to be pcerformed—Ord. 11, r. 1 (e).— Robey 
& Co. v, Siaefell Mining Co., a.n.v. cco We I Sue 

29. Service out of tho jurisdiction—Contract which ought to be 
performed within the juriediction—R. & C., 1883, ord. Il, rr. 

1 (e)—Hassall v. Lawrence, a.up. ... sad SJ. 1 

30. Service of writ out of jurisdiction —Disc! harge of order on 
ground cf no cause of ection.—Svcidlé Géuérule de Paris v. 
Dreyfus Brothers, arr. S.J. 126 

31. Stay of TE Se in ote cout —Colonial 
decree to take partnership accounts—Action in Engl iwd—Counter- 
claim in English action seeking same relief—Application to strike 
out counter-clalm—R. 8. O., 1883, ord. 25, r. 4; ord. 19, r, 27; 
ord. 21, r. 15.— Mutrie v. Binney, APP, ‘ ose, We R. 131 

32, Striking out pleading—Estoppel—R. 8S, G., 1883, ord. 25, 
. 4.—Magrath v. Reichel, a.B.D. ase wv BS. Of 

” 38 Striking out pleading disclosing no reasonable cause of 
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action—Jurisdiction—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 25, r. 4; ord. 19, 

x, 21.—Howard v. Hill, cu.p. norru, 3. 8. J. 25 
34. Substituted se rvice—Domicile out of jurisdiction—Rules of 

1883, ord. 9, r.2; ord. 10, r. 2; ord. 11, r. 2.— Hillyard v. Smyth, 

Q.B.D,- see oie a ee 
35. Substituted "pervice—Notice of molim for attachment— 

Persone] service--R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 44, r. 2.—te Davis, cu.v. 


NORTH, J. 8. J. 127 
36. Tima for ple ~ading—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. ‘64, r. 8.—Louis v. 
Guardians of Marylebone, QB.D.  ... os =6G I. 187 


37. Transfer of actions to couity court for tiidk—Action for 
elander—County Courts Act, 1867, s. 10—Judicature Act, 1873, 
e. 67.—Stokes v. Stokes, APP. a ae 
38. Trial—R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 21,1 r 15; ord. 36, r. 3—6, Ta— 
Mode of trial of action—Action assigned to Chancery Division— 
Counter-claim for damages for fraudulent representation.— Lynch 
v. Macdonald, cu.p, NortH, 3., W. R. 136; APP. ese 8S. J. 138 

PRIVY COUNCIL:—Appeal from criminal procezdings—Grounds 
of special leave—Conviction of solicitor for perjury—Striking off 
the roll—Grounds of reversal. —Jn re Dillet, p.c. W.R. 81 

PROBATE :—1. Contempt—Attachment—Costs—Probate action— 
Subpena to bring in testamentary tcripts—Probate Court - 
1857, . 26.—Re Emmerson, arr. ... » Hh Ba, - = 

2. Will—Constroction—Executor according to the tenor— 
Codicil—Trustee—“ Get in the whole cof my — "—In the 
Goods of Lush, v.v. & a.v. ... oon ee SC 

See also Administration, 6 ; Will, "8. 

KAILWAY :—1. Appointment of receiver and manager of under- 
taking of railway company, where receiver and manager already 
appointed—Railway Companies Act, 1867, s. 4.—Re Mersey 
Railway Co., cH.D., KEKEWICH, J. sis’. oy 008 

2. Minerals beneath railway—Notica by owner of intention to 
work—Railway Clauses Act, 1845, se. 78, 79.—Midland Railway 
Co. v. Robinson, arr. 8. J. 139 

3. Purchase of undertaking by ‘Government—Fally paid-up 
stock—Shares partly paid up—Division of purchase-money.— 
Sheppard v. Scinde, Punjaub, and Delhi Railway Co., arr. W.R. 1 

4. Railway Commissioners— Jurisdiction—Arbilratinn—Agree- 
ment “ confirmei and made binding " by private Act —Regulatin 
of Railways Act, 1873, e. 8—Prohibition. ae v. Midland Rail- 
way C0.,Q.B.D. a eee * we =W.R. 270 

Bee also Company, 5 


RESTRAINT of TRADE,.—Sce Covenant, 2, 3, 4. 

RESTRICTIVE COVENANT.—S:e Covenant, 5, 6. 

REVENUE :—Excise—Dilution of beer by publican—Customs and 
Inland Revenue Act, 1885,s, 8.—Crofts v. Taylor, a.n.v. W.R. 47 

SALE:—1, Sale of goods by sample—Latant defect ~Implied 
warranty of merchantablencss—Caveat emptor—Drummond vy, 


Van Ingen, u.u. ... ooo W.R, 20 
2. Stoppage in transitu—Goods bought for delivery on bosri 
ship.—Bethell v. Clark, a 3.v. W. R..185 


SETTLED ESTATES ACTS: —1. Pctition—Dispensing ‘with con. 
currence—Settled Estates Act,- 1877, #. 28.—Re John Turffrey 
(deceased), cH.P. STIRLING, J. 8.35. 25 

2. Re-investment of purchase- money—Petition by married 
woman—Separate examination—Advertisements—Settled Estates 
Act, 1877, se. 31, 50.—R+ Fowle’s Estates, nontu, 3. ... 8S. J. 44 

SETTLED LAND AOCTS:—I1. Capital—Rent-charge—[mprow- 
ments—Drainage—S&: ttled Land Act, 1882, as. 21, 22, 25, 28, 33, 
44—Settled Land Acts Amendment Act, 1887, ss, 1, 2—Im- 
provement of Land Act, 1864, s, 66.—Jn re Lord Sudeley’s Settled 
Eetates, cu.D. KAY, J. W. R. 162 

2. Pe:manent improvements—Payment out of. oapital—Scheme 
ranctioned by trustees—Expenditure in excess of estimate—Settled 
Land Act, 1882,¢. 26.—Le Bulwer Lytton’s Will, arr. ... 8&8 J. 204 

3. Tenant for life—Difference between party and party and 
solicitor and client costs—Sale of timber—Settled Land Act, 
1882.—Re Llewellin, Llewellin v. Williams, cu.p. stiatina, 3. 8 J. 128 

4. Tenant for life—Power to ecll—Attempt to prohibit exercise 
of statutory power—Forfeiture for non-residence— Invalidity of re- 
striction—Settled Lind Act, 1882, e. 51.—Re Haynes, Kemp v. 
Hayne*, cH.D. NORTH, 3... «» 8d. 109 

5. Undivided moiety—Tenant for life—Power of sale—Concur- 
rence of gees of other undivided moiety—Settled Land Act, 
1882, s. 2, sub-sections (3), (5). (6); 9. 3, 19.—Jn re Oollinge’s 
Be tiled Estates, cu.p. NorTH, J. oe: bia oe W.R. 264 

See also Vendor and Purchaser, 3. 

SETTLEMENT :—1. Marriage settlement—Rectification—Trusts of 
after-acquired property of wife—Agency of father for daughter.— 
Tucker v. Bennett, arr. ... oe 8. J. 126 

2. Se:tlement of real estste—Trust to accumulate rents to pay 
off mortgages—Diventailing deed—Right of owner {o put an end 
to accumul.tions.—Re Fitzgerald, Fitzgerald v. White, arr. 8.J. 23 

See also Practice, 26; Voluntary Gift, 1. 








SHERIFF :—1. Liability of undor-sheriff after death of sheriff. 
Gloucestershire Banking Co, v. Edwards, arr. -» W.R. 116 
2. Sherift’s officer's poundage—29 Eliz. c. in | v. 
Lowden, Pontefract County Court ... 8. J. 140 
See aleo Landlord and Tenant, 4. 


SHIPPING :—1. Compulsory pilotage—Ship trading to Boulogne 
or place in Europe north of Boulogne—Merchant Shipping Act, 
1854, s. 379, sub-section 3.—Courtney v. Uole,a.nD....  W. B. 
2. Damage—Exemptions from compulsory pilotage—London 
district—” Ships trading to Boulogne or a port in Europe north 
of Boulogne”—Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, s. 379.—The 
Suth+rland, av. sco: We. 38 
3. Damage—Order i ia Council of J une 24, 1885, relatiug to the 
navigation of River Mersey—Construction of the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1873, s, 17—Infringement by no possibility con- 
tributing to collision.— The Fire Queen, av. ... W.R. 15 
4. Dock rates—‘‘ Trading inwards ”—Mersey Dock Acts Oon- 
sclidation Act, 1858, 8. 230.—Henderson Bros. v. Mersey Docks 
and Harbour "Board, APP. 0. cs. We Me 39 
5. General average—Partial diecharge of cargo before extra- 
ordinary measures for safety cf ship—Effect of.— Royal Mail Steam 
Packet Co. ¥. English Bank of Rio de Janeiro, a.n.v. ... W. R, 105 
6. Practice-—-Assessment of damages—Damage to cargo— 
Interest.—The Gertrude, The Baron Aberdare, av. W. R. 191 
7. Restraint—Special form of bail-bond—Shares owned by 
defendants transmitted to third parties—Oancellation of bail-. 
bond on t¢ras.— The Vivienne, ADM. ese os Wem 210 
8. Salvage—Exemptions ia contract of carriage exonerating 
shipowner from liability for loss or delay ia consequence of un- 
seaworthinees through latent defect in machiuery—Award for 
salving cargo carried in vessel = to owners of salving 
vessel.—The Cargo ex Laertes, av.. vo” WW Gal 
SLANDER : :—** Best particulars of persons present Persons ‘* to 
whom ” slanders were uttered.— Williams v. Ramedale, a.n.p. W.R. 125 
SOLICITOR :—1. Attachment—Default in payment of money— 
Receiving order— J urisdiction—Discretion—Appeal—Debtors Act, 
1869, s. 4, sub-section 4—Bankruptcy Act, 1883, se. 9, 10.—JZn re 
Tray, APP. eee ove ooo ov =W.R. 67 
2. Attach :ment—Disobedience to order for payment of money.— 
In the Matter of C. G. Barnes, a Solicitor, cu.v. currry,s. 8. J. 61 
3. Bankrupt solicitor—Application for delivery of bill of costs. 
—le A Solicitor, Ex parte Hopkins, a.3.d. ... oes 8. J, 129 
4. Oharge-—“ Property recovered or preserved ”—London agent 
—“ Proceeding in any court of justice”—Proceeding before 
arbitrator under Lands Clauses Act—Solicitor acting for both 
mortgagor and mortgagee—Solicitors Act, 1860, s. 2#.— Mac. 


JSarlane v. Lister, arp. oes RJ, 45 
5. Committal— Breach of undertaking given by counsel and 

tigned by solicitor.—Callow v, Young, cu.D. ourtry, 3 8.J. 77 
6. Conduct — Agency for unqualifiel person — Fraudulent 

chargese—Re T'wo Solicitors, Ka parte Thompson, a.» v. 8. J. 61 
7, Conduct—Application to strike off the rol'.—ZJn the Matter 

of a Svlicitor, a.B.v. eee & J. 61 
8 Conduct— Verdict against solicitor — Incorporated Law 

Socicty.—In the Matter of a Solicitor, a.n.v. 60 & J. 12 


9. Continuance of authority—Service of "notice of motion— 

R. 8. C., 1883, ord. 7, r. 3.—De Mora v. Concha, erin. 3. &J. 2 
10. Costs—Interest —Demand from client—S lic it sre’ Remunera- 

tion Act, 1881, «. 5—General Order, clause 7.-- Blair v. Cordner 

(No. 2), a.B.D. ose ovo: ’ WR 200 
1}. Coste—Lien—Paitaership action _ Bankruptey—Travster 

to Bankruptcy Court—Claim of landlord for rent—Preference— 

Bankruptcy Act, 1883, e. 102.—Hz parte Brown, Re Suffeld & 

Watts, o.B.D. oes ive on ews wes 8. J. 167 
12. Costs — Taxation — Bill of co*ts — Election — Notice— 

“ Undertaking any business’’+"‘ Client: ’—One of several trustees 

—General Order under Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 1881, rr. 6, 

8.—In re Metcalfe, Metcalfe v. Blencowe, stmmuina,3. ... W. R. 137 
13. Coste—Taxatio—Country solicitor and London agent— 

Bill of agency charges—Taxation of part of bill—6 & 7 Vict. 

c. 73, 8. 37.—Me Johnson & Weatherall, cu.v. nontn, 3. 8.J. 92 
14. Costs—Taxation—Jurisdiction of judge of High Ovurt to 

make order of course for taxation of costs not in an action— 

Solicitors Act, 1843, e. 37—Judicature Act, 1873, se. 16, 39.— 


In the Matter of a Solicitor, a.u.d. .. ese ove 8. J. 112 
15. Costse—Taxation—Payment—Form of order.—Re Clarence 
Harcourt, a Solicitor, cu.p. strR.1na, 3. wee on 8, J. 


16, Costse—Taxation—Sale by auction—‘‘ Conducting fee’’— 
Commission to auctioneer paid by client—Solicitors Remuneration 
Act, 1881—General Order, August, 1882, clause 2 (c), schedule 1, 
part i, tr. 11 —In re Faulkner, CH.D. NORTH, a eee W. R. 

17. Costs—Taxation—Auction—Commisrion to auctioneer paid 
by client—Conducting f for solicitors’ work not in- 
cluded in fee for deducing title—Solicitors’ Remuneration Act, 





8 _ DIGEST. 





1881—General Omnis,” 1882, ord. 4, ‘and schedule 1, part 1, r. 
11.—Inre. Peace & Ellis, cu.p. nontu, J. ... eke W. R. 
18, Costs—Taxation—Sale by auction—Conductiog fee—Com- 
mission to auctioneer paid by client—Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Act, 1881, «. 2—Gecneral Order, August, 1882, clause 2, schedule 1, 
part 1; r. 11.—Jn re Newbould, arr. she. + ane 
19, Coste—Taxation after payment—Overcharge—Solicit or and 
client—Agreement not to disput: charge-—Negotiatiog ]loin— 
Investigating title—Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881—Gencral 
Order, 1882, schedule 1, part 1.—Ja re Eley, nontu, 3. ... W. R. 
20. Costs—Tuaxation by third party—Right to question charges 
ascentcd t> by original client—Solicitors Act, 1843, se, 38.—J?- 
Holliday and Godlee, cu.v. NorTH, J. S.:d, 
21, Costs—Unnecessary action—R. S. C., 1883, ord. 65, r.11.— 
Re P—— (deceased), cu.D. cutTry, J. 8. J. 
22. Misappropriation—Bankruptcy—Order. ‘for an “account— 
Re Hutchings, Re Sandars, Veale v. Willcocks, strrnuine, 3. 8S. J. 
23. Money received by soliiitor without the knowledge of 
client—Action for money had and received.— Burrell v. Mossop, 
APP. eee 8. J. 
24, Privilege of solicitor “to sue in High ‘Court.—Sharp v 
Horrocks, a.8.D. ... ad. 
25. Retainer of solicitor to collect debt—Interpleader issue. 
—dJames v. Ricknell, a.8.p.. ii) od 
26. Remuneration—Administration | action—Order for sels of 
real estate —Sale by auction—Solicitor’s charges—Auctioncer’s 
charges—Solicitors Remuneration Act, 1881—General Order, 
echedule 1, part 1, r. 11—Local custom.—Jn re Sykes, Sykes v. 
Sykes, ou.D. CHITTY, *. aie W.R. 
See also Administration, 1. 

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE :—1. Auction—Bidding—Want of 
bona fides on part of bidder.— Union Bank of London v. Munster, 
CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. W. R. 

2. Covenant for quiet enjoyment—Person. appointed to demise 
under the Trustee Act, 1850, cannot enter into, on behalf of the 
person under disability.— Cowper v. Harmer, cu.d. sTrR1inG, 3. S.J, 

3. Default in completion—Declaration that vendor entitled to 
forfeit deporit.—Kingdon v. Kirk, cu.p, Nortu, J. ves 8. J. 

4, Sale of dwelling-house described as having a “plentiful 
supply of good water’’—Extent of purchaser’s right.—Bird v. 
Andrew, arr. “ 8. J, 

5. Statute of Frauds—Agreement for lease—Uncertainty of 
commencement of term.— Wood v. Aylward, apr. ove 8. J 

SPORTING RIGHTS.—See Landlord and Tenant, 5 

STAMPS :—Stamp Act, 1870, s. 70 and schedule—Ad valorem 
duty—Conveyance on sale—Compuleory sale under Lands Clauses 
Consolidation (Scotland) Act, 1845—Compensation for loss of 
businese.—Commissioners of Inland Revenue v. Glasgow and 
South-Western Railway Co. u.t. ... W. R. 


STOPPAGE JIN TRANSITU.—See Sale, 2. 


TENANT for LIFE and REMAINDERMAN :— Company— 
Bonus—Dividend— Capital or interest—Bouch v. Sproule, u.1. 
Ww 


tee eee 


TRADE MARK :—1. Imitation—Sale of goods as 1ival trader’s-— 
Injunction—Form of account.—Lever v. Goodwin, arr. W.R. 
2. Registration—Old mark—Distinctive device—Colour—Fancy 
words not in common use—Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks 
Act, 1883, se. 64 (sub-sections 1 (c), 3), 67, 72.—IJn re Hanson's 
Trade-Mark, CH.D. KAY, Js ee ono: > ae 
TRADE NAME :—Infringement—Name of newspaper—Iojunction. 
— Borthwick v. The Evening Post (Limited), arr. ‘ 8. J. 


TRAMWAY :—False imprisonment—Charge of tendering bad coin 
—Charge made by conductor of tram-car—Scope of employment— 
Tramways Act, 1870, se. 51, 52.—Charleston v. London Tram- 


8. J. 


ways Co., Q.B.D. ... 
See also Hignway, 2, 
TRUSTEE :—1. Appointment of new trustees—Death of sole trustee 
in lifetime of testator—Death of testator’s heir intestate—Form of 
vesting order—Trustee Act, 1850, se. 32, 34—Conveyancing Act, 
1881, #. 30.—Jn re Williams’ Trusts, cu.p. NortH, 3. ... W. R. 
2. Appointment of new trustees—Persons resident out of the 


61 


| 


Feb. 4, 1888, 
=e 
jurisdict ien-—~Agpelatenen of trustee at a ‘pemianenation~-Einieal 
Act, 1850, es. 32, 34—Trustee Extension Act, 1852, e. 9,.—Jn re 
Freeman's Trusts, CH.D. STIRLING, J. ... W.R: 9 
. Trust estate—Devolution—Copyhol is—Death of sola trustee 
pum of trustee between 3let of December, 1881, and 16th of 
September, 1887—Conveyancing Act, 1881, e. 30—Copyhold Act, j 
1887, e. 45.—Le Mills’ Trusts, cu.p. NORTH, J..+ &. 5, 128° 
4. Vesting order—Sole trustee out of jurisdiction—Mortgagee 
—Trustee Act, 1850, ss. 2, 9.—Ze Barber's Mortaage a ; 
CH.D, NORTH, J. ‘ &, J. _— 4 
See also Attachment, 1; Costs, 15; Indemnity ; Lunacy, 2 
Voluntary Gift, 2. 

UNDUE INFLUENCE :—Voluntary gift—Religious sisterhood—~ 
Gift by professed member of religious titerhood to the lady 
superior—Relation existing at the time of the gift—-Laches— 
Acquiescence.— Allcard v. Skinner, arr. we W.R, 251 

VENDOR and PURCHASER :—1. Acceptance. of title—Failure 
of purchaser to complete—Rescission by vendor—Resale—Objec- 
tion to title by second purchaser held valid—Action by first pur. 
chaser for return of deposit.—Soper v. Arnold, arr. ... W.R. 207 

2. Misstatement of value of property — Compensation — 

‘“‘ Estimated annual value.”"—-Re Hurlbatt and Chaytor's Contract, 
CH.D. NORTH, J. ees &.J. 204 
3. Repudiation of contract—Settled land—Tenant for life — 

Absence of trustees—Defect of title or of conveyancing—Settled 
Land Act, 1882, ss. 3, 22, 38—45—Settled Land Act, 1884, e. 5, 
sub-section 3,— Hatten v. "Russell, CH.D, KAY, J. a 8. J. 185 
4. Summons under Vendor and Purchaser Act, 1874, s. 9—~ 
Jurisdiction—Question not affecting purchaser—Married woman 
—Separate use—Restraint on anticipation.—Re Tippett's and 
Newbold's Contract, arr. ... eee 8. J. 184 

VOLUNTARY GIFT :—1. Voluntary “conveyance—Marriage eettle- 
ment of widower—Limitation to his children by first wife—Con- 
sideration—Subsequent mortgagee—27 Eliz.c. 4.—In re Cameron 
and Wells, cu.D, KAY, J... oe §6O9W. RR. 

2. Voluntary gift—Declaration of trast—Deposit of a promis- 
sory note to be handed over on the fulfilment of a condition. —Jn 
re Richards, Shenstone v. Brock, cu.v. NORTH, J. W. R. 118 
See also Bankruptcy, 13. 

WATER :—1. Company — Right of customer to have water 
supplied by meter—Waterworks Clauses Act, 1847—New River 
Co.’s Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vict. c. clx.), a8. 35, 3883—41—** Domestic 
purposes ’—Meaning of ‘ Sey: Se v. New River 
Co., CH.D. KEKEWICH, J. cco | «We 

2. Right to cut off supply. of water—Tenant holding on after 
expiration of tenancy—Request from landlord to company tv cut 
off supply.—Chelsea Water Co. v. Paulet, a 3.v. J. 205 

WILL :—1. Construction—Bequest of leasehold house—Subsequent 
contract by testator to purchase leasehold reversion—Death of 
testator before completion of contract—Liability of legatee to pay 
purchase-money—40 & 41 Vict. c. 34, «, 1.—Re Kershaw, Drake 
v. Kershaw, cu.D. NoRTH, J. ees. > Bede 

2. Constructioc—Die without leaving issue male.—In re Bail, 
Slattery v. Ball, cu.p. NontTH, J. —« -- 265 
2. Construction—Gift of income of a fund to children ‘as a clas, 
payable at twenty-one.—e Weumoth’s Estate, currry, J. 8. J. 24 
4. Construction—Gift of property at “my bank ’’—Share certi- 
ficatce.—In re Prater, Desinge v. Beare, cu.v. cHiTTY, J. W. R. 179 
5. Construction—-Illegal condition — Limitation — Annuity— 
“During such time as she may live apart from her husband ’’— 
Personalty.—Re Moore, Trafford v. Maconcchie, xay, 5. 8. J. 108 § 
6. Construction—“ Other sons or son’’—Eldest son not ix- 
cluded—Procreatis and hipiiee nie —Locke v. Dunlop, cu.v. 
STIRLING, J. ooo,  Wedee 
1. Construction—Specific devise - ” After- acquired property— 
Wills Act, s. 24.—Cave v. Harris, cu.p. KEKEWICH, J.... W.R. 182 
8, Execution — Attestation eee — Daintree v. 
Fasulo, v.v. & a.v. sie axe 8. J. 205 
9. General power of appointment "by will—Exercise—Revoca. 
tion—Wills Act, 1837, 2. 27.—Re Gibbe's Settlement, White v. 
Randolph, cu.p. NorTH, J.... 8. J. 108 
See also Probate, 2 











